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built in 1946 by the Civilian Conserva-
tion Corps (CCC) at a cost of approxi-
mately $1.5 million.

In late July, after three days of se-
vere storms dumped approximately 24
inches of rain, several logs swept
across Kake’s water reservoir and
gouged an 18-foot by 12-foot hole in the
54 year old dam. The reservoir emptied
and within minutes Kake’s residents,
hatchery, fish processing plant, general
store, city offices, school, and fire de-
partment were without water. For the
next 10 days, residents were forced to
boil water before they could drink it.
On August 10, the governor of Alaska
issued a disaster declaration for Kake.

As an interim measure, small pumps
have been installed in Gunnuk Creek to
pump water to the filtration plant.
Those pumps are highly susceptible to
storms, and must be monitored 24
hours per day for debris and wear. The
city purchased the small pumps with
borrowed money, which must be repaid.
Because of lack of water, the salmon
hatchery has lost $2 million to date,
primarily in loss of fish and egg har-
vests for next year’s run. Also because
of a lack of water, the cold storage
plant—the major employer in Kake—
laid off its 70 workers and has lost
$500,000 in business.

Engineers from the Indian Health
Service and a private consulting firm
have declared the dam a total loss and
estimate that $7 million is needed for a
replacement.

The amendment included in this bill
would provide the needed funding to re-
place the dam and I thank my col-
leagues for their support.

RIO GRANDE

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, my
amendment to strike the language in
section 204 results from an agreement
reached between myself and Interior
Secretary Bruce Babbitt to delay im-
plementation of a solicitor’s opinion
concerning the ownership of water fa-
cilities and related use of Rio Grande
water, and to work toward a long-term
solution to these water issues.

At issue is the relationship between
ownership of water facilities and the
desire to maintain flows in the Rio
Grande.

Secretary Babbitt agreed to refrain
from implementing a June 19 Solici-
tor’s opinion, unless agreed to by the
parties in litigation and the state engi-
neer, or as permitted by court order.

I committed to work with him to
achieve a long-term solution to these
complicated water issues, and we
agreed the current allocation, owner-
ship and use of water in New Mexico
have raised some issues of the greatest
magnitude and at this time the most
appropriate forum for their resolution
is Federal court.

I have moved to strike this language
based on the good faith of Secretary
Babbitt, and I also note that he agreed
to continue to resolve water issues re-
lated to the Fort Sumner Irrigation
District (FSID) and the Pecos River,
recognizing that the FSID and MRGCD
facilities have different status.

However, based on our good faith dis-
cussions, I will continue to work with
him on the Pecos issue, and expect that
the Department will not take adverse
action against that irrigation district
in the meantime.

THE HARDING LAKE WATERSHED STUDY

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I want
to thank the managers of the bill for
accepting the amendment on behalf of
Senator MURKOWSKI and myself to help
find a solution to the problem plaguing
Harding Lake.

Harding Lake is the largest road ac-
cessible lake in the interior of Alaska.
It holds significant recreation, fishery,
natural resources and economic value
for interior Alaska.

In a recent Fairbanks Daily News-
Miner article, state officials closed
Harding Lake to pike fishing due to
dried up spawning grounds.

Harding Lake is suffering from a dra-
matic drop in water levels.

This drop in water level has impacted
the shoreline—in some areas causing a
recession of as much as 700 feet.

This loss of water could cause prob-
lems with water quality, land use, and
fishery harvests.

Residents of Harding Lake, have
asked for help in identifying the source
of the water loss problem at the lake.

After discussions with the Corps of
Engineers and officials at the soil and
conservation district, it appears a wa-
tershed study and plan is needed to
protect the lake from further degrada-
tion.

My amendment would provide the
necessary funding to begin the water-
shed study and to develop a com-
prehensive plan to address the problem.

I thank the managers of the bill for
their understanding and for accepting
this provision.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, Re-
search into the molecular basis of dis-
ease using mouse models of human dis-
ease and a miniaturized version of PET
(positron emission tomography) called
MicroPET currently being conducted
at the University of California Los An-
geles School of Medicine’s Division of
Nuclear Medicine offers exciting new
possibilities for development of treat-
ments for human disease based on the
molecular disorders that cause it.

Among the diseases for which mouse
models have already been developed
are breast, prostate, lung and
colorectal cancers, Parkinson’s disease
and diabetes. New funding will allow
for development of mouse models for
lymphoma cancers and dementia/Alz-
heimer’s disease and will allow devel-
opment of extremely precise molecular
diagnostics and molecular therapies.

Added funding will allow develop-
ment for the next generation of
MicroPET imaging technology.

The new technology will combine
MicroPET, which measures the biologi-
cal processes of a body, and MicroCT,
which measures a body’s anatomical
structure into a single device for si-
multaneous and precise imaging of
both biology and structure and will

allow for the differential screening of
biological, genetic and structural
changes caused by disease in living
mice.

This will allow researchers to see
precisely the effect of new molecular,
targeted treatments including gene
therapies for a wide range of diseases
using human disease genes inserted
into mouse models.

Because the mouse models are devel-
oped using human disease genes, the
added funding for these new tech-
nologies and procedures will lead to
new means of treating and tracking
human disease using clinical PET tech-
nology.

The research will lead to the ability
to both diagnose disease and track the
effect of targeted molecular/genetic
therapies on a broad range of serious
human diseases.

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to address briefly the issue
of funding for the fundamental science
and engineering research supported by
the Department of Energy.

The DOE is the leading source of fed-
eral support for the physical sciences
in the nation. Not many people know
that, but it is true. DOE and its prede-
cessor agencies developed this broad
portfolio of physical sciences research
in pursuit of the agency’s statutory
missions. To understand energy and its
myriad transformations, you have to
know a lot about the properties of mat-
ter, and of energy flows in matter, at a
very fundamental level. In order to
conserve energy by, for example, run-
ning industrial processes at higher
temperatures that have greater ther-
modynamic efficiencies, you have to
know a lot about basic materials
science. These are research needs that
other science agencies, such as the
NSF, cannot meet within their mis-
sions and funding levels. It’s an impor-
tant reason why we have a Department
of Energy, to begin with.

DOE is also a crucial supporter of sci-
entific research in the life sciences. In
the life sciences, the DOE initiated the
Human Genome Program and co-
manges this enormously important and
promising effort with the NIH.

DOE also plays a leading role in sup-
porting other biological sciences, envi-
ronmental sciences, mathematics,
computing, and engineering. In all
these areas, its basic research con-
tributions relate to DOE’s energy mis-
sions.

As a consequence of these research
investments, the DOE is responsible for
a significant portion of federal R&D
funding to scientists and students at
our colleges and universities.

In addition to the overall size of
DOE’s basic science funding, the type
of activities that DOE funds has a spe-
cial character among the federal
science agencies. One of the primary
responsibilities of DOE’s Office of
Science is to support large-scale spe-
cialized user facilities focussed on na-
tional scientific priorities. This par-
ticular mission makes the Office of
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Science unique among, and com-
plementary to, the scientific programs
for other federal science agencies, in-
cluding the NIH and NSF. Each year
over 15,000 sponsored scientists and
students from academe, industry, and
government—many funded by agencies
other than the DOE—conduct cutting-
edge experiments at the Department’s
research facilities. Every State in the
country has scientists and engineers
with a stake in DOE’s user facilities.

One of the challenges the Office of
Science has faced during the past dec-
ade is that its funding has been reduced
by approximately 13 percent in con-
stant dollars. Other science agencies,
such as NIH, have been growing strong-
ly, while the DOE Office of Science has
significantly less funding today, in
constant dollars, than 10 years ago.

These reductions have prevented the
Office of Science from fully partici-
pating in new initiatives in exciting
technical areas important to DOE’s
statutory missions such as high per-
formance computing and nanotech-
nology. More troublesome, the declin-
ing funding for the Office of Science
has reduced the number of scientists
and students able to conduct research
suing DOE’s national user facilities. In
fact, DOE’s national and university-
based laboratories are currently oper-
ating well below their optimum levels,
especially in light of growing demand
from the scientific community.

DOE’s scientific user communities
and DOE’s own scientific advisory com-
mittees have completed a number of
reports over the past year to two to put
a number on what DOE’s science budg-
et should look like, in order to fully
take advantage of the scientific oppor-
tunities that are out there. They esti-
mated that in FY 2001 alone a funding
level of over $3.3 billion can easily be
justified in order to support research
and to fully utilize and modernize DOE
facilities.

I am mindful that both the Chairman
and the Ranking member of this appro-
priations subcommittee would like to
make more money available for DOE’s
science programs. They have made
statements yesterday that they will
seek additional funds for the non-de-
fense side of this bill as it moves for-
ward. As they know, Senator FRANK
MURKOWSKI, and I are circulating a let-
ter in the Senate for signature by Sen-
ators to indicate their support for this
goal. It’s a letter that I hope strength-
ens their hand in getting a better allo-
cation as we move forward. The letter
is addressed to the bipartisan leader-
ship of the Senate, and is already at-
tracting strong bipartisan support.

I hope that when the Conference Re-
port on this bill is finally written, the
FY 2001 funding level for the DOE Of-
fice of Science will be no less than the
President’s request level of $3.16 bil-
lion. I hope that the funding level can
be higher, in some areas, if at all pos-
sible. And I hope that both the Presi-
dent and Congress will provide signifi-
cant increases in funding for the DOE

Office of Science in future years in
order to sustain the Office’s steady
growth. Such funding increases are
merited by the important and unique
work being conducted by the DOE Of-
fice of Science. The funding increases
would also be consistent with the Sen-
ate’s passage of a bill that both Sen-
ator DOMENICI and I were original co-
sponsors of the Federal Research In-
vestment Act (S. 296) which calls for
doubling investment in civilian re-
search and development efforts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment of the
amendments and third reading of the
bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed and the bill to be read the
third time.

The bill was read the third time.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill

having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the bill pass? On this
question, the yeas and nays have been
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll.

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN)
and the Senator from Alaska (Mr. MUR-
KOWSKI) are necessarily absent.

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. AKAKA), the Sen-
ator from California (Mrs. BOXER), the
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN) are nec-
essarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 39,
nays 1, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 237 Leg.]
YEAS—93

Abraham
Allard
Ashcroft
Bayh
Bennett
Biden
Bingaman
Bond
Breaux
Brownback
Bryan
Bunning
Burns
Byrd
Campbell
Chafee L.
Cleland
Cochran
Collins
Conrad
Craig
Crapo
Daschle
DeWine
Dodd
Domenici
Dorgan
Durbin
Edwards
Enzi
Feingold

Fitzgerald
Frist
Gorton
Graham
Gramm
Grams
Grassley
Gregg
Hagel
Harkin
Hatch
Helms
Hollings
Hutchinson
Hutchison
Inhofe
Inouye
Jeffords
Johnson
Kennedy
Kerrey
Kerry
Kohl
Kyl
Landrieu
Lautenberg
Leahy
Levin
Lincoln
Lott
Lugar

Mack
McConnell
Mikulski
Miller
Moynihan
Murray
Nickles
Reed
Reid
Robb
Roberts
Rockefeller
Roth
Santorum
Sarbanes
Schumer
Sessions
Shelby
Smith (NH)
Smith (OR)
Snowe
Specter
Stevens
Thomas
Thompson
Thurmond
Torricelli
Voinovich
Warner
Wellstone
Wyden

NAYS—1

Baucus

NOT VOTING—6

Akaka
Boxer

Feinstein
Lieberman

McCain
Murkowski

The bill (H.R. 4733), as amended, was
passed.

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I move
to reconsider the vote.

Mrs. MURRAY. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate insists upon its amendments, re-
quests a conference with the House,
and the Chair appoints Mr. DOMENICI,
Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. GORTON, Mr. MCCON-
NELL, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BURNS, Mr.
CRAIG, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. REID, Mr.
BYRD, Mr. HOLLINGS, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr.
KOHL, Mr. DORGAN, and Mr. INOUYE
conferees on the part of the Senate.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there now be a
period for the transaction of morning
business, with Senators permitted to
speak for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

f

HEROISM OF HERBERT A.
LITTLETON

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, today
the citizens of South Dakota are hon-
oring the heroism of Herbert A. Little-
ton, a 20-year-old Marine Corps private
who died while performing acts of gal-
lantry that earned him the Congres-
sional Medal of Honor.

Private First Class Littleton enlisted
in Black Hawk, South Dakota, and
served as a radio operator during the
Korean War with the U.S. Marine Corps
Reserve, Company C, 1st Battalion, 7th
Marines, 1st Marine Division (Rein-
forced). This is the same Marine divi-
sion that turned the course of the Ko-
rean War with its successful landing
behind enemy lines at Inchon, Korea,
50 years ago this month.

Seven months after the Inchon land-
ing, Private First Class Littleton’s
unit was in Chungchon, Korea. On the
night of April 22, 1951, Private Little-
ton, a radio operator with an artillery
forward observation team, was stand-
ing watch. Suddenly Company C’s posi-
tion came under attack from a well
concealed and numerically superior
enemy force. Private First Class
Littleton quickly alerted his team and
moved into position to begin calling
down artillery fire on the hostile force.
But as his comrades arrived to assist,
an enemy hand grenade was thrown
into their midst. Private First Class
Littleton unhesitatingly hurled him-
self on the grenade, absorbing its full,
shattering impact with his own body
and saving the other members of his
team from serious injury or death.

Following Private First Class
Littleton’s heroic death, the President
of the United States awarded him our
nation’s highest military award for
bravery. The official citation says:
‘‘His indomitable valor in the face of
almost certain death reflects the high-
est credit upon Pfc. Littleton and the
U.S. Naval Service. He gallantly gave
his life for his country.’’

Mr. President, today Governor Bill
Janklow dedicated a granite memorial
to Private First Class Littleton in


